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It is no secret that large funds were subscribed for
the defence of the accused. But no one knows the
exact amount of Desbons's remuneration, or exactly
from what sources it was derived, or what precisely
was required by those who put up the money. Was the
amount he received commensurate with the risk he ran?
He admits that he had been informed in advance that
he would be disbarred.

He also admits that money from one source might
gravely have imperilled the course of justice had he
accepted it. And money from another source?

There was no need for this money at all. The best
counsel obtainable would have been at the disposal of
the accused. In such a cause ciUbn there could be no
trouble in finding able counsel. And the government
had to defray the expense. It is quite legitimate to take
money from a third party, but it may cause dangerous
complications in such a trial as this. It is not unfair to
assume that Desbons was paid to obstruct.

The impression derived in Jugoslavia was appalling,
The French had failed to protect the King at Marseilles.
They had also let their Foreign Minister bleed to death.
They had failed at Geneva. They had come to an under-
standing with Italy but had not exerted sufficient pressure
to obtain the extradition of Pavelitch and Kvaternik.
They had postponed the trial of Krai, Pospichil and
Raitch for over twelve months and then provided this
spectacle of ineptitude at Aix-en-Provence,

The second trial took place in February, 1936, sixteen
months after the crime had been committed. The
President of the Court was changed and the much more
capable M. Loison took charge. The new counsel for
the defence was the bdtonnier of the order of barristers, M,
Saint-Auban, whose probity was undoubted. But this
trial was conducted in a way that would cause astonish-
ment to. legal circles in England and America, Important
witnesses were allowed to absent themselves for trivial
reasons. M. Paul-Boncour, who had been retained at